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was his immediate predecessor; for we find the expression Vamadeva-pad-
anudhyata repeated in connection with as many as five other kings. The
history of Pahala or modern Baghelkhand after the overthrow of the Ucca-
kalpa and Parivrajaka Maharajas is enveloped in obscurity. Towards the
close of the sixth and in the beginning of the seventh century A.D. the
Kalacuris were ruling over an extensive empire comprising Malwa, Gujerat,
Konkan and Mahar.a$tra from their capital Mahismatl. After the defeat of
Buddharaja by Pulakesin II they seem to have remained some time in
obscurity ;J for we have no information about the successors of Buddharaja.
As the Galukyas and thereafter the ,Ria$trakutas were supreme in the south
from the seventh century onwards, the Kalacuris seem to have turned their
attention to the north and established themselves in the Diahala country
with the ancient city Tripurl for their capital. Vamaraja appears to be the
founder of this northern Kalacuri power. He may be placed in the begin-
ning of the eighth century A.D. His kingdom was apparently sufficiently
large to entitle him to assume the aforementioned paramount titles. As the
founder of the northern Kalacuri empire he seems to have been held in
great veneration by all his successors who ruled at Tripuri and so we find
it stated in almost all subsequent records that they meditated on his feet.

Viamadeva was not an ancestor of the Candellas. It may, therefore, be
asked how his name is mentioned in connection with the Candella prince
Trailokyavarman in a record of his feudatory Kumarapalavarman of Kar-
kare$ ? The ancestors of Kumiarapalavarman were feudatories of the Kala-
curis. Two of their records, which have been published, naturally contain
the expression Vamadeva-padanudhyata in connection with the name of
their suzerain. The draftsman, who wrote the aforementioned grant of Kuma-
rapalavarman has blindly copied the expression from the earlier records of
the family and used it to describe the Candella suzerain. It may be noted
that he has done the same in regard to the title Trikalingadhipati also, which
is not met with in the records of the Candellas themselves.

1, They seem to have tried to rehabilitate themselves during the reign of the
CSMkya VinayMtya but the attempt was not attended by success and they were
reduced to the same state of servitude as the AJuvas, Gangas and others who had
already become the hereditary servants of the Calukyas* /A, VI, 91; VII, 300.